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and other Eastern colleges having given up coeducation
after trial, and the principle having been attacked in Chicago,
Michigan, and other universities, and by many writers both
of fact and fiction.

These are the abstract statements, but one or two matters
deserve more particular treatment. Eirst of all, divorce leg-
islation. Many years ago the State Commissioners for Uni-
formity of Law voted to adhere to the policy of reforming
divorce procedure while not attacking the causes. This,
again, is too vast a subject to more than summarize here.
The causes of divorce vary and have varied all the way from
no divorce for any cause in South Carolina, for only one cause
in New York and other States, up to twenty or thirty causes,
with that indefinite or "omnibus" clause of "mutual incom-
patibility," or allowing the courts to grant divorces in the
interest of the general peace. Since the efforts of reformers
have wiped out the express-omnibus clause from the legis-
lation of all States, the same abuse has crept in under the
guise of "cruelty"; the national divorce report before re-
ferred to showing that the courts of this broad land have
held sufficient cruelty to justify divorce (to the wife at least)
to exist in tens of thousands of different incidents or causes,
ranging all the way from attempts to murder ("breaking
plaintiff's nose, fingers, two of her ribs, cut her face and
lip, chewed and bitten her ears and face, and wounded her
generally from head to foot") to not cutting his toenails 1
or refusing to take the wife to drive in a buggy; indeed, one
young North Carolina woman got a divorce from a man she
had recently married, on the ground that he was possessed of
great wealth, but she had been assured that he was an in-
valid, and had married him in the hope and belief of his
speedy decease, instead of which he proceeded to get cured,
which caused her great mental anguish; while one husband
at least got a divorce for a missing vest button.2 But, inde-

lSic: MU. S. Labor Commissioners' Report on Marriage and Divorce,"
Revised Edition, 1889, pp. 174, 175, 176.                      2 Ibid., p. 177.